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F. P. A. LUNCHEON DISCUSSIONS 
Boston, December 12 
“Is Russia Changing?” 
Colonel William N. Haskell; Ex-Governor 
James P. Goodrich 


New York, December 19 


“Damascus: A Challenge to Western Imperial- 
ism. The French Mandate in Syria,” Mr. 
Salloum Mokarzel; Professor Edward M. 
Earle. Broadcasting (STATION WJZ) 
will begin at 1:50 P. M. 
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MOSUL AND DISARMAMENT AT GENEVA 





HE Thirty-Seventh Session of the 

Council of the League of Nations 
opened December 7, with a crowded 
agenda of more than thirty items. The 
wide range of the subjects indicates to 
what an extent the League of Nations 
has become an indispensable part of the 
world’s machinery. 


Perhaps the most spectacular issue 
which the Council will have to decide is 
the Turkey-Iraq boundary dispute,* which 
has been before the League for more than 
a year. At its September (1925) session 
the Council considered the report of its 
commission which had investigated the 
whole boundary quéstion on the spot. But 
it was prevented from making a decision 
by a divergence which arose in regard to 
(1) the nature of the decision to be taken 
[whether a binding arbitral award, rec- 
ommendation or simple mediation], and 
(2) the method of arriving at this decision 
[whether by unanimous or majority vote, 
and whether with or without participa- 
tion of the parties to the dispute]. These 
questions were referred to the Per- 
manent Court of International Justice, 
and on November 21 the Court handed 
down an advisory opinion to the effect 
that (1) the decision to be taken by the 
Council will be binding on the parties and 
will constitute a definitive determination 
of the Turkey-Iraq boundary, and that 
(2) the Council’s decision must be unani- 
mous, not counting the votes of the par- 
ties to the dispute. 

The British government has announced 
that it will abide by the Council’s decision, 
but has since reserved its rights in view 
of the position maintained by the Turkish 
government that it will be bound only by 
a decision with which it is in agree- 
ment. It has been intimated that Turk- 


* News Bulletin, Vol. IV., No. 46, Seeger 
and Vol. V., No. 3, November 27, 1925 
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key would use force in resisting any 
decision which would hand over Mosul to 
Iraq. In Great Britain public opinion is 
far from united on the advisability of ex- 
tending British commitments in the Near 
East, and certainly a war over Mosul 
would arouse determined opposition. 

In view of Turkey’s unyielding attitude 
there have been repeated suggestions that 
the Council should endeavor to bring about 
a solution by a renewal of direct negotia- 
tions between the parties. The Council, 
however, with Turkey casting the only 
dissenting vote has now decided to accept 
the Court’s advisory opinion recognizing 
the Council’s right to hand down an ar- 
bitral decision. 

Another question of no less import- 
ance, to be dealt with by the Council, 
is that of disarmament. Under a reso- 
lution adopted by the Sixth Assembly, the 
Council will establish a new commission 
on disarmament which will undertake a 
preparatory study for a conference on 
the reduction of armaments to be con- 
vened as soon as conditions of general se- 
curity have been attained. In view of the 
achievements at Locarno it is expected 
that preparations for such a conference 
will begin shortly. The Council has de- 
cided to invite the United States, Germany 
and Russia to cooperate in these prelimi- 
nary steps, and the Soviet Ambassador to 
Paris has been quoted as saying that Rus- 
sia will be glad to do so. President Cool- 
idge has expressed himself in sympathy 
with the effort to reduce armaments, 
whether under League auspices or other- 
wise, but will make no commitment until 
the official invitation is received. 

The French government proposes to 
include naval armaments also in the 
agenda of the conference. If this 
proposal is accepted, the United States 
as one of the greatest naval powers 
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will be more directly interested. In 
connection with the subject of armaments 
it is interesting to note that the report 
of President Coolidge’s Aircraft Board, 
headed by Dwight W. Morrow, states cate- 
gorically 

that there is no present reason for appre- 

hension of any invasion from overseas directly 

by way of the air; nor, indecd, is there any 
apparent probability of such an invasion in 
any future which can be foreseen. 

As compared with these two major 
questions on the Council’s agenda, the 
others, though important in themselves, 
sink into the background. They include, 
among others, the report of the com- 
mission to investigate the Greco-Bulgar- 
ian affair,* which has recommended that 
Greece pay an indemnity to Bulgaria; the 
French proposals for an international eco- 
nomic conference; a number of questions 
dealing with minorities; the problem of 
the Armenian refugees; the financial re- 
construction of Austria and of Hungary; 
the appointment of a commission to in- 
quire into substitution of other crops for 
opium in Persia; and the report of the 
Permanent Mandates Commission. As re- 
gards Syria, it has been agreed that France 
should submit to the Mandates Com- 
mission, at its February meeting, a sup- 
plementary report covering all political 
activities during the year 1925. 


RUTH BACHE-WIIG.** 


The Irish Settlement 

HE settlement of the Irish boundary 
dispute was finally and unexpectedly 
achieved December 3 with the signing of 
a new agreement between the British gov- 
ernment, the Irish Free State and Ulster. 
The terms provide that the provisional 
boundary as established by the Govern- 
ment of Ireland Act, 1920, remains in- 
tact, a territorial concession to Ulster. 
As a concession to the Free State, the 
report of the Boundary Commission will 
not be published and the Free State will 
be released from its share of the public 
debt of the United Kingdom, approximate- 
ly £60,000,000 according to British es- 
timates. The Free State must, however, 
increase compensation to Britain for ma- 
licious damage to property in its territory 
between July, 1921, and May, 1923, 
amounting to about £4,000,000. Further, 
the agreement does away with the so- 
called Council of Ireland, which was cre- 
ated in 1920 to deal with questions, largely 
economic, affecting the whole of Ireland. 
The Council was never acknowledged by 
the Free State and its contemplated pow- 
ers over North Ireland have now been 
transferred to the Ulster government, the 
new agreement further stipulating that: 
The Government of the Irish Free State and 


of northern Ireland shall meet together, as 
and when necessary, for the purpose of con- 


* News Bulletin, Vol. IV., No. 61, October 30, 1925. 
** Research and Editorial Staff of the F. P. A. 
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sidering matters of common interest arising 
out of or in connection with the exercise and 
administration of said powers. 


The British Parliament has already © 


ratified the agreement; in Ulster there 
seems to be real satisfaction with what 
has been accomplished, while in the Free 
State relief is manifested that the civil 
war which seemed imminent has been 
averted. 









But President Cosgrave will © 


doubtless have difficulties in the Dail with | 
the Irish Parliamentary Labor Party, | 
which considers the settlement as an | 


“unmitigated betrayal,” although it is 
expected that the new agreement will 
finally be confirmed. 


HE Luther Cabinet in Germany re- 

signed on December 5, seemingly at 
the height of a successful career after the 
signature of the Locarno Treaties on De- 
cember 1. The fall of the Government is 
due wholly to its desertion by the Nation- 
alist followers of Count Westarp, whose 
opposition has not been modified, as pre- 
dicted, by the conciliatory Allied policy to- 
wards Germany. President Hindenburg 
is proceeding to the reconstitution of the 
Cabinet, and it seems likely that Luther 
will be recalled to head a revival of the 
so-called Big Coalition. This would com- 
prise representatives of the People’s 
Party; Catholic Center; Democrats; and 
Socialists. The latter are expected to de- 
mand a popular referendum on financial 
claims of the Hohenzollerns and other 
German dynasties as the price of their 
participation in the new ministry. If the 
Big Coalition is formed, the only parties 
left outside the Government would be the 
Nationalists who have reiterated their op- 
position to the Locarno program, the 
Communists, and Ludendorff’s ultra-reac- 
tionary Voelkische party. 

M. S. W. 





The Roumanian debt funding agree- 
ment was signed on December 4 by 
Secretary Mellon and Nicholas Titulesco, 
head of the Roumanian debt funding com- 
mission to this country. President Cool- 
idge has approved the agreement and it 
must now be submitted to Congress for 
ratification. 


The debt was settled as of June 15, 1925, 
on the basis of a principal sum of $44,- 
591,000, which the Roumanian govern- 
ment is to repay over a period of sixty- 
two years with interest at three per cent. 
per annum for the first decade and three 
and one half per cent. thereafter. 





International Economic Policies, by W. S. 
Culbertson, 1925, New York, Appleton. 
Mr. Culbertson’s survey is of great value 
for any one who wishes to look beyond 
the diplomatic and political facade of 
international relations. 
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